
Figure 2.1
Flow-EC Boundary Condition for San Joaquin River at Lander Ave

Update Equation:
EC = -239.45Ln(Flow) + 2101.5

R2 = 0.4374
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Suggested EC bounds (Appendix B):  
500 to 2000 microS/cm



Figure 2.2
Flow-EC Boundary Condition for Merced River at Stevinson

Update Equation:
EC = -100.52Ln(Flow) + 729.58

R2 = 0.8322
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Suggested EC bounds (Appendix B):  
85 to 500 microS/cm



Figure 2.3
Flow-EC Boundary Condition for Tuolumne River at Modesto

Update Equation:
EC = -57.018Ln(Flow) + 500.75

R2 = 0.4326
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Suggested EC bounds (Appendix B):  
85 to 275 microS/cm



Figure 2.4
Monthly Pattern of Level 2 Refuge Return Flow through Mud/Salt Slough
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Figure 2.5
Monthly EC of Level 2 Refuge Return Flow through Mud/Salt Slough
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Notes:
1.  Updated Values based on WETMANSIM-
031604-ver01.00 (i.e. flow-weighted averages 
of 10 refuge-specific sets of results).
2.  Pre-Review based on patterns associated 
with the four SJRIO year types (Appendix A).



Figure 2.6
Monthly EC of Exchange Contractor Return Flow through Mud/Salt Slough
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Notes:
1.  Updated Values (Appendix B) reflect the monthly 
maximums of monthly 2000-2003 observations on 
Exchange Contractors return quality above Mud/Salt 
Slough.



Figure 2.7:  
Distribution of Bypass Structure Accretion computed at El Nido 

given No Flow into Chowchilla Bypass at Head
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